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Abstract 

All over the globe people are showing their discontent with the planned globalization by 
certain parties who claim to have the best intentions for our future. I do not say this without 
evidence as the documents available here will point out: 

This is an older version out to 2036 from 2007 of the DCDC Global Strategic Trends 
Programme by the Crown Corporation since when I tried to get the link for the one out to 
2045 it has been disabled at the time of writing this 

http://www.cuttingthroughthematrix.com/articles/strat trends 23jan07.pdf 

Secondly this one attributed to the UN, Agenda 21 which is a lightly worded version at 

first glance currently it seems being used for the genocide we see on an ever escalating rate 

through various means, from hard kill to soft kill actions 

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/Agenda21.pdf 

Let's not forget also the neo-conservative Project for a new American Century which has 

a pdf out at the following link also 

http://www.informationclearinghouse.info/pdf/RebuildingAmericasDefenses.pdf 

The intention for this document is not two-fold and is intended for public consumption as 
a means of encouraging discussion and furthermore for the public to send to not just their 
own but every political representative they can manage to get the email address of. Many 
people will not be of the understanding required (as it seems many politicians are not 
either) to see the dangers that lie ahead if we continue on this path which incorporates so 
called "free-trade agreements" which dilute sovereign governance with a country and 
siphon wealth to corporations. Mussolini defined Fascism as Corporatism, which is exactly 
where we are heading rapidly today. 

Private central banks are a further issue and the idea that a bank can be "too big to fail" 
has been adopted as an almost religious commandment these days when everyone within 
both banking and politics knows (or should know) that every sovereign government has the 
express rite to coin its own, interest free currency. 

The current eugenicist approach is completely contrary to the benefits of any nation. 
Indeed the truth is already known that when so called "Third-World" countries have their 
population's fed properly and educated properly the birth rate goes down. In fact it has also 
been shown that when women are also educated the birth rate further declines. 

Most if not all of the current human suffering in the world today could end in a matter of 
a few years given the technology we have available today and new methods of farming that 
take up less space and use up to 90+% less water for higher yields. The link below explains 
this. 

http://modernfarmer.com/2013/06/dirt-free-farming-will-hydroponics-finallv-take-off/ 
Aeroponics and aquaponics are two other terms currently in use for variations of 
hydroponics which claim up to 98% less water consumption as the link below suggests 
http://www.cityfarmer.info/categorv/aeroponics/ 



Furthermore whilst on the subject of food we now stand faced with GMO's that are not 
only harmful to people as has been proven but are also killing our insect life and of 
particular interest to us all... bees. Where I am sure that when this venture began the 
scientists involved did indeed have a vision of battling the hunger issue, it has now morphed 
in to another control issue. 

The fact that farmers are committing suicide in India and other places, or that in the USA 
farmers are losing their land to GMO companies because cross contamination from cross 
pollination or winds blowing seeds onto their land should be raising big questions on the 
morality of this legal practice of patenting seeds. It is another symptom of fascism when the 
courts decide in favour of corporations of these smaller farms and businesses. 

So called free trade agreements are another method of stripping the people of a country 
from their sovereign laws and rites and also bringing the standards down to the lowest 
common denominator in health and environmental issues to meet the requirements of 
corporations (many American) that were legislated against because of the dangers involved 
in the use of certain chemicals, genetically modified products, vaccines and other medical 
concerns. 

Methods within industries that would have been previously banned on environmental 
safety and conservation issues will be sacrificed in the rush to this technocracy which also 
has no room for human rights in the long run but is loaded with superficial rules and 
regulation that are spun as health and safety when their real purpose is to so complicate 
simple issues as to make small business a thing of the past in favour of corporations. 

Man made climate change is another issue being pushed in order to cloud issues. The 
misuse and misrepresentation of science in order to encumber people with a carbon tax on 
false premises only diverts us from the real actions that need to be addressed to this issues 
we should be addressing in order to defend our populations from naturally occurring 
climate change. 

Getting to the point 

Politicians today seem to be playing along with this fascist model and many times they 
use the excuse that nobody has any better ideas, this document intends to outline a third 
option that is neither communism or crony capitalism. I thank you in advance for taking the 
time to read and indeed keep this moving to the people in the right places to make these 
recommendations come a reality. 

This approach does take into account people who now have shares in big corporate 
interests and intends to give everyone a fair deal for a better way forward. Examples will be 
produced throughout on the economic sense behind these ideas as the document comes 
across certain issues. 



Public services 

It is becoming almost epidemic in proportion how corporations are now also claiming 
that natural resources such as water are not a human rite. This has to stop now. It is beyond 
even the dreams of most demonised fascists of the past to have moved as far into corporate 
ownership of things such as water and regulations banning rain capture to have become a 
reality. Corporations must be banned from public utilities and laws pertaining to basic 
human rights to water and natural food taken out of their persuasion with a leaning toward 
natural seeds, prohibited widespread use of unnecessary pharmaceuticals and chemicals in 
the food chain, a ban on copyright of seeds and cloned animals and sovereign ownership 
over water rights which may in larger countries be further broken down to state ownership 
(as would be the case in the USA for example). 

Today's corporate structure is based on ancient laws of the sea that no longer apply in 
these days of technological breakthroughs in communications. To the same effect there is 
no need for a working currency to be deemed a "World reserve" currency given that 
computers can calculate any transaction between currencies in milliseconds (or less). In the 
case of replacing the World reserve currency there will be a section here detailing that later 
in this document for now a proposal that will successfully take over from corporations will 
be detailed here which should keep utilities within the sovereignty of any nation and could 
be expanded far beyond that, solving many other problems. 

Publically owned co-operatives [POCs] 

Given the amount of "corporate welfare" currently being handed out these days in one 
form or another (in the UK Workfare, Working Tax Credits and bank bailouts all count as 
corporate welfare for the purposes of this document) and the reluctance many 
governments have to move towards Nationalised Industry in this age of corporatism there is 
a solution that not only creates decent paying jobs but puts ownership directly back into the 
hands of citizens and gives them part ownership (therefore responsibility) in necessary 
utilities and other bases that should be the backbone of any country. 

The purpose of the POCs in relation to public utilities or indeed any venture a 
government may wish use it for is not open for massive private investment or floatation on 
the stock market. It's design is to keep certain things sovereign, not to create wealth for a 
few people at the expense of others (the majority). Initial government investment should be 
only from sovereign (government minted, interest free) money. No private central banks 
may participate as they have proved themselves to be pariahs in the economics of every 
country where they exist today. More on this will be explained later in this document. 

If in the case where private entities currently provide services such as water supply, 
sewage treatment, power or any other utility there are two options, either buy them out at 
a bottom dollar scenario or set up an entirely new service running parallel until such times 
as the private ventures are no longer required. 



A scheme of monthly shares to all participating employees will be how the government 
gets their money back and with the original capital not being subject to interest this has no 
need to be rushed. The added bonus at this stage alone is the employment created which 
adds money to the economy as disposable income that can be spent and the resulting tax 
adding to GDP, therefore kick-starting the stagnant economies we see today even though 
manipulated figures on the surface propose a different scenario. 

The shares that employees build up over their years of service may be left to family 
members living in the country of their POC or sold to other members of the POC they are 
part of. Shares (on the death) of an employee may not be sold on the stock market or to 
private companies (contractors etc.. directly involved in the operation of the task of the 
POC) that are not part of the POC scheme (this will be explained later). 

In the case of the UK where national insurance contributions go to both the NHS and 
towards a pension scheme, the portion that would go to the pension scheme would be 
returned as shares. Other countries may find other methods of dealing with this issue by for 
instance averaging out what a private pension would cost in monetary value monthly and 
use that figure for the shares that an employee is required to purchase monthly. The 
advantage in the UK for this system over National insurance is that on the untimely death of 
an employee their National Insurance dies with them but this scenario allows the share to 
go to their relatives either to be kept for a later date or sold back into the POC. A limit of 
10% above the highest rate contributor would be set as the amount of total shares any one 
person within the POC may hold at anytime. 

With contractors and sub contractors who work on contracts for the POC an option to 
buy shares up to the amount that the highest contributor in the parent system (POC) may 
purchase in any month or part of a month that they are contracted to the POC. These again 
are still not able to be sold to the stock market or any private concern outside the POC 
system concerned. 

Note at this point that the government may buy these shares from contractors, recipients 
of shares from deceased POC workers and sub-contractors to reinvest in the system. 

Representatives from government, management and all sub sectors of the POC should be 
on the board and the government representation should dissolve as the shares are built up 
by the workforce. This should also create a better relationship between future governments 
and the general public which in turn should stop runaway groups like today's neo-con/neo- 
liberal (including Labour in the UK today and Democrats in the USA for example) creating 
dissent by selling off publically owned utilities at the detriment to the general population. 

POCs are not for sale by the government to outside influences which keeps them safe in 
the public domain although strictly speaking a private venture. The added bonus of social 
stability puts the onus on the government not to legislate against the POCs and in times 
(should they occur) of required future investment the government will be required to make 
interest free loans to the POCs to expand (as in the case of new developments related to 
population growth or relocation of populations due to natural disasters etc.). 



Contractors may become part of the scheme as private co-operatives in the case of small 
to medium businesses and the process should be made less expensive and have a lesser 
requirement on the board when starting up. It is the responsibility of the government to 
provide the legal mechanism for this as close to free as possible. 

Within the structure of a POC a mechanism should be provided where ideas that lead to 
either higher production or indeed patents should be incorporated where anyone 
regardless of their qualifications may put forward an idea and receive monetary or shares 
as compensation for their efforts. For example if somebody figures out a way of increasing 
production by 4% they should receive 0.4% Of the gross saving (ie; 10%) from the method 
for a decided amount of time (This does not mean it should be set up inefficiently to begin 
with in order that someone can make an obvious change that was known from the start). 
The case of patents would require the figures to be done so that the employee does not lose 
out compared to where as they could take it to private businesses. In this case a licensing 
agreement should be set up and no patent should be sold entirely to any corporate or 
otherwise private entity. The reason "regardless of their qualifications" is included above is 
that many ideas do not see fruition today because of the degree system and the apparent 
snobbery of those within that system that stifles creativity and therefore the advancement 
of many ideas to working realities. (There will be more on this later: see 
http://www.thedrp.com/Proposal.pdf ). 

Any government duty bound to make this system work will see a marked change in the 
stability of their economy and social stability due to people having their dignity re- 
established from the current situation where the media demonises whomsoever the 
government tells them to. 

To make a point here too, there is no ruling against people who move to a country 
working for a POC and receiving shares other than those who decide to move to another 
country (including natives) must sell back their shares or exchange them for similar shares 
that may be available in the country they move to (should that country have adopted this 
approach). POCs may also work outside their own country as a contractor to other 
governments but each country should have its own POC structure in place as a POC is both a 
nationally, publically and yet privately owned concern. 

It should also be noted that there will be no restrictions on anyone having a self- 
employed status (example: writer) beyond the structure of any POC or other Co-Operative 
organisation developed in this scheme. 



Reserve currencies, corporate law and entities 

As stated earlier in this document the notion that a global reserve currency is required 
today is ludicrous and should be scrapped as an idea due to the creation of new information 
technologies that can calculate any exchange rate instantly. 

We need instead to set a standard which is not linked in any way to the markets and 
cannot be manipulated by the financial bandits who currently use money as a weapon of 
mass destruction. Indeed many generals and other military personnel as well as US 
Presidents throughout the ages have described bankers as more dangerous than standing 
armies (Jefferson, Smedley Butler, JF Kennedy...). 

Just to make a point of how far this has gone I include this link to The Keiser Report 
(Episode 721) first broadcast on the 19 th of February 2015 on RT, the link below is YouTube 

https://www.voutube.com/watch7vHzVdJvKTmao 

This side of the equation is often hid under layers of controlled media today on the West 
and that is another associated topic that will be addressed later within this chapter. 

The required standard to be set 

As opposed to a global reserve currency we need to set a standard that cannot be 
tampered with and which would not only reflect a human value on money as opposed to an 
elitist view, but would set a standard for governments world-wide to aspire to achieve in 
order to get their currency ranked higher than it is currently. 

To set this standard would also require all countries to invest in their local and public 
amenities and utilities. Private central banking will also have to become a thing of the past 
as it is and always was a false requirement. No government should ever be in the position 
where it does not create it's own currency but this will need to be phased out in stages as 
Bill Still proposed to the Knesset in Israel but I would suggest a much more rapid approach 
than his suggestion of beginning with 10% government money to 90% private. It should 
begin as a 50/50 deal and phase out to 100% government money creation when the 
populations are in a position to borrow more from High Street banks and other lenders 
(note: the High Street where privately owned banks should be restricted to). 

That aside the standard required to be met should cover that in a family of four the sole 
provider (clarification: only one working parent) should be able to afford all requirements 
such as rent/mortgage of a modern spacious dwelling, adequate natural food (not to be 
messed with as dieticians will be brought in to lie about these requirements) based on 
natural, non GMO produce, heating or cooling to 20 degrees centigrade in all seasons, 
computer internet access, phone bills and electricity, oil or gas to run the daily household 
comfortably, transport and all medical requirements for the entire family through either a 
similar scheme to the NHS (at its height) or private care. That is the basics other than 
entertainment and sport so a further requirement would be enough for 1 class per child of 
self defence and 1 class per child in swimming or other sport. For the parents one night out 



per week and a further extra one per month including the price of a babysitter and a meal 
for two with a few drinks afterward should be accounted for and when this is accomplished 
after working a standard week 10% should be still available to bank towards holidays and 
other things such as disasters. For the entire family a sufficient TV and radio package should 
also be included in this number. 

The currency would be a measure of how many units of currency are required to achieve 
this standard and the standard itself would be simply "1" at this level. So if for example it 
was 500 units of a currency to accommodate this then that currency would be rated as 
1/500 standard. The closer a currency would get to "1" for example 1/400 would be a 
stronger unit of currency. 

This would be much easier to achieve using the POC concept as training in different skills 
on the job would allow for people to be multi-skilled and therefore not stuck to spending 
their whole life (or even week) doing a singular more menial job. 

The target then for governments will become standard of living orientated rather than 
solely based on fakery of numbers as we see across the board today, which accommodates 
only the elite and allows them to spread their endless eugenicist doctrine to a point where 
people actually believe there is a need for it when the truth is that lie is spread solely for the 
reason that larger populations are harder to control. 

This method allows for separate currencies, a basis by which to rate the currencies 
against each other and will encourage countries with bad human rights records (usually so 
because of the IMF/World bank conditions on loans) to reform, China, India, Indonesia and 
Qatar are also example of where the human rights need attention these days not to 
mention almost the entire "West" since globalisation was adopted as policy. 

This target is not unachievable on a global scale since the false scarcity factor is never 
taken into account. Money itself has become a weapon of the eugenicists instead of a tool 
to achieve a higher standard of living for everyone. The arguments that President Obama 
uses for restricting advancement in the Third World including much of Africa are false as it 
has been proved without a doubt that when conditions are raised to higher standards 
anywhere the birth rate slows down. 

The end of corporate law 

Corporate law, the law of the sea was developed when "new lands" were being 
discovered in order to facilitate trade. Methods of payment were included in these 
requirements and corporations were a separate jurisdiction than common law and 
"ordinary" people. 

However all of this was before the technology we have today. There is no longer a need 
for separate methods for corporations as digital transfers make up the majority of 
transactions today and agreements can be made without leaving a country by means of 
these technologies. 



Instead of dissolving the corporations however they have become a fiction of their own. 
A legal fiction that has more rights than a person has. It is unnecessary and now exists 
entirely for the purpose of avoiding sovereign laws and enabling the corporate bodies to 
operate above the law. It has to go mow... all of it. These archaic rules are responsible for 
the Somalian people to become pirates after oil companies irresponsibly destroyed the 
livelihood of the local fishermen after free trade agreements were put in place (such as the 
TTIP will do in the EU). There are countless similar occurrences in the latter part of the 
Twentieth Century, most of which go unnoticed because a "terrorist" threat usually appears 
in the area concerned, to distract us with that news from the news involving the real cause 
(the free trade agreements and corporations, usually backed by the World Bank and/or 
IMF). 

This bring us back to the media once more and the controlled fashion in which things are 
reported on today, but that will be dealt with later here . 

The day has arrived when the capitalization of your name on a court summons must end. 
Each country should have a constitution deemed unbreakable introduced in favour of 
freedom and prosperity for general population and anything such as a corporation to be 
held accountable for any damage to health or the environment that they and their practices 
or products cause. 



The media 

Much of what most people believe to be true these days is decided by the media. This 
problem has been compounded with the current situation being that we are currently in a 
phase of fascism where the corporations dictate to governments. This means that corporate 
agendas are being pushed via the media and governments are compliant in this deceit. 

This requires a revisiting to the monopolies commission. No more than 1% of the media 
whether radio, television or newspapers (or combination thereof) should be owned by any 
person, group of people or agents of the previously mentioned parties. In the case of 
national TV like the BBC programming must allowed (uncensored) until the 1% limit is met 
by the government and corporate interests. For those who say "what about the science 
programs?" the same thing applies as science is now censored too today in order to keep 
fossil fuels as the main energy providing systems on one hand while trying to convince you 
that there is man-made climate change and you should pay carbon tax on the other hand. 
This part will be discussed in more detail later. 

Greater diversity in the media not only gets political views aired more evenly but 
encourages the arts to create more and diversify. Advertising comes into this too and 
corporate ventures are dominating the channels at present which destroys the hopes of 
smaller local interests to get their names broadcast to the local consumer market. Another 
point that is tied to corporate law is the fact that certain acts carried out by certain 
corporations are not allowed to be aired in certain countries because of laws protecting 
them where they would not protect a person. If the truth was allowed to be told we would 
see many more people supporting their local producers as opposed to the mass corporate 
products that hide many dark secrets between health concerns, environmental issues and 
even ties to tyrannical bloody events in more occasions than the average person may 
imagine. To prove this point you need only to go into a UK bookshop and try to buy 
"Hoodwinked" by John Perkins ISBN978-0-307-58994-1 which is banned for naming a 
certain corporation. 

Recently Ukraine has been one of the main topics in the news yet false pictures taken at 
different past times and in different locations (some in Russia) have been used to demonise 
Russia in the current moves to either go back to a Cold War mentality or indeed start WWW 
in an effort to take our minds off the robbery that has occurred and still occurs today in the 
West. All of these incidents would not be possible with a fairly distributed media. Syria, ISIS, 
the man-made climate change scandal would never have happened if discerning voices had 
have been heard in time. We are now slaves to the media and unless we gain control of the 
monster it has become, it is sure to consume our minds. 

If you consider the real damage done to the environment by corporations protected by 
free trade agreements you can see why the man made climate change (originally global 
warming) was pushed as the problem. Even the official papers written on it were falsified 
because they set parameters on the models not to include data from the past where the 



world was warmer on average or to consider the Sun's activity amongst other things like 
orbital distances from the Sun. 

The fact that C02 follows warming because the sea is the main contributor to 
atmospheric C02 and releases when the sea expands due to heat (every summer too) is also 
not a widely known part of the puzzle because certain interest groups wish it that way. Note 
that with C02 following warming it means that C02 cannot be the cause but is a symptom 
of warming. The total of C02 that will not be released to the atmosphere if all the current 
carbon targets were met now amounts to somewhere in the region 0.004% at the cost of 
$Trillions and a massive amount of unnecessary human suffering. 

Sea level rises have been grossly over stated by selectively using data from some 
localised regions where a few inches have certainly been observed. This can be explained by 
rising sea beds, falling shorelines and tidal conditions in those areas where the global 
average in single figured millimetres. 

I can assure you that I among the side of cleaner energy and the proof is in a document 
that I took to the Department of Enterprise Trade and Investment (Nl) which is available at 

http://www.thedrp.com/Proposal.pdf 

This idea was turned down not because either the science or economics were in any way 
wrong (in fact they agreed I was being very conservative with my numbers) but they claimed 
that the EU had scientists that had came up with the same numbers that I had and that 
mine were no more efficient than theirs. This is proof that they have the technologies and 
shelve them for corporate interests... in this case oil/gas companies. 

This brings us to the most important innovation of late... the Internet. Terms like 
"Radical" are loose terms that governments use to describe just about anyone who 
disagrees with just about anything they deem to be the prescribed truth. Internet 
censorship will be a case of removing any dissenting voice that disagrees with the official 
narrative... that is the narrative that has lead us down the garden path to the brink of WWW 
so far. Worse still if you go back in this document to the link for DCDC Global Strategic 
Trends Programme and download it you will see in around pages 30 - 33 that people who 
dabble in alternative energy research are named as a "strategic threat" and a claim is made 
that they would tip the balance of power in favour of "radicals". If you think that clean, 
cheap energy is worth developing and should be made available to all, you are one of those 
radicals. 

Unless we keep the internet free from all censorship, these acts of deceit will never be 
made public by anyone. There will always be people who post hate speech (another loose 
term) which is over the top, there will be people who post outright lies (currently more so 
on mainstream media) and those who wish to deceive. All of this happens on a daily basis in 
the mainstream today but you are guided to who the governments under the guidance of 
banks and corporations want you to hate. 

Again on the subject of clean, cheap energy; there are forums online where people share 
their findings as "open share" which will disappear with the advent of internet censorship 
too. 



Internet censorship must not be allowed for the above reasons and a bigger effort in real 
policing against real terrorists (not false flags) should be returned to as it is and was always 
the only way to deter terrorism. 

Invasion of privacy always included a judges signature before and should again as it is 
not your personal conversations they are after, it's market shifts and data that interests the 
corporations that is the main point of this mass collection but I would also add to the list 
ideas. Would you patent an idea online? 



Your part 

First off read this thoroughly and read it again to be sure you understand it. If you get it 
email not just your own but every political representative, even newspaper with this as an 
attachment. Demand a response from the politicians. Let's get some dialogue going on the 
issues mentioned. 

If you are bi-lingual or able to translate in multiple languages please feel free to do so 
and if you are going to do so please also attach the original with the translated copy so that 
there is no confusion as to what was said in the original (as I understand it that context can 
be lost in translation, this is why I ask you use both) 

Please inform me on any translations that are done and my contact email is 
admin@thedrp.com for any correspondence regarding this document. 

It is a crucial time we live in at this moment in time and although I understand that not 
everyone will agree with everything in this document I believe it will get the point across 
that there are other options available, far removed from the fascist model at play at the 
moment. 

Please consider the above an invitation to share as the creative commons 4.0 license was 
chosen as opposed to copyright to allow the sharing of this document. 



Colin Hammill 

22 nd of February 2015 



